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Plain Crifinity Deſended 


upon the reſt of his Pamphler. And therefore, 


VIII. The next thing to be conſider'd is their ex- 
traordinary REVERENCE (as they pretend) fer 


the SCRIPTURES, pag-15 And why that 
Parentheſis? Can he convince them of Hypocriſy 
in their Pretences ? You ſee in the Sermon preach' d 
at Exon, for which the Aſſembly refus'd their Thanks, 


how vehemently it was inſiſted on, that we ground our 
Faith on no Man, how great ſoever, but entirely on 
the Scriptures. It was to the Honour of Mr, Huddy 
the Preacher, that an Aſſembly, that acted as 
that is ſaid to have done, ſhould refuſe him Thanks, 
tho they owe him perhaps a great many; for who 
knows whether ſuch a ſeaſonable Diſcourſe might 
| A 2 not 


34 
5 


der'd what this Writer advances in 
the ſeven firſt Abuſes of Words, he 
pretends to Charge his Adverſaries 
8 with; 1 ſhall now conſider the other 
85 which are behind, and make ſome Remarks 


04) 
not be the means of keeping them from farther 
and greater Abſurdities? It may be a Satisfaction 
to the Preacher, that the Sermon met with very 
good Acceptance among as good Judges as any. 
were in that Aſſembly. And indeed it could not 
do other wiſe, conſidering how well adapted it was 
to the preſent Times, when High- Church and ſome 
Diſſenters are endeavouring to ſet up another Rule 
of Faith than the Scriptures; for it is the ſame 
thing, if they will obtrude their Interpretations 
J; 
One would think this needed not ſo often to have 
been repeated, nor preſſed with ſuch Vehemence be- 
fore an Aſſembly of Diſſenting Miniſters, who have 
evermore profeſs'd to build their Faith on the Scrip- 
| tures, if there was nothing more intended but this. 
It ſeems the Preacher had a better Iuſight into 
Men than our Author; for all the World muſt 
juſtify him, that he could not have preſſed any 
thing more ſeaſonably, as appears by what has 
been done ſince that Aſſembly. And this Author 
might have conſider'd, that Mens Profeſſion and 
Practice do not always agree, nor indeed do his 
owr. But ſee the Temper of the Man; when the 
Doctrine of the Preacher cannot be blam'd, yet 
his Intention muſt be call'd in queſtion : But 1 
do not much wonder at that, having before ſeen 
what his Notion 1s of Charity. „ £ 
But pray conſider how the moſt excellent Men, fa- 
mous in their Generation, are, in that Sermon, cou- 
| pled up with the Council of Trent, a Pack of Popiſb 
Biſhops, that met with a Deſign to overthrow the Truth 
of the Goſpel, and to keep the Bible from the People. 
A good Friend of mine has let me know, that 
this was the Prattle of ſome weak Women ſoon 
after the Sermon was preach'd ; but he is not able 
to inform me, as Mr. Arius detected can, whether 
he taught it them, or they him. . 
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(5) 1 
firſt hit upon the Thougbt, ſhould have the ho- 
nour of it. I think, he ſhould do Juſtice to the 


Author, whether it be ſome filly Woman, or him 
ſelf. 1 am really ſorry this Gentleman is not a 


little more tender of his own Reputation, when 
he pretends ſuch a mighty Concern for the ho- 


nour of thoſe excellent Men. The Preacher aſ- 
ſerting the Unlawfulneſs of making any Men the 
Rule of our Faith, ſhews, that neither are we to 
regard thoſe who profeſſedly pretend a Right to 
be ſo eſteem'd, nor yet thoſe whom we value as 
the beſt of Men, ſince they are fallible. There is 
no Man, who is willing to underſtand his Mean- 
ing, that will ſuppoſe he had the leaſt Deſigu to 


expreſs a Contempt of them. But he really ho- 


nours them, by naming them in ſuch a way as he 
does, as the Perſons whom we are, upon the ac- 
count of their Piety, Learning, and various Ser- 


vices, moſt in danger of ſetting up as our Rule, 


to the Diſhonour and Diſparagement of the Holy 


_ Scriptures. 


Pray, what is the Crime of the Engliſh Convoca- 
tion and Weſtminſter- Aſſembly, and the famous Mr. 
Baxter? ſays he, p. 16. Truly, none at all, if 
they only deſign'd to expreſs to the World What 
their Apprehenſions were of the ſeveral things 

they wrote about. They bad as much right as 


this Gentleman and I have to do this: but if they 


deſign'd that their Words ſhould be a Rule and a 


Standard to others; if they expected that Men 
| ſhould believe or ſubſcribe what they aſſerted upon 
their Authority; or if they expected that Men 
| ſhould implicitly believe the Proof they bring of 


their Aſſertions to be good, whether they per- 


_ ceived the force of their Arguments or not; this, 


I think, would be Crime enough. Beſides, there 
is not the leaſt Crime charged upon them; they 


only are faulty who ſet them up for ſuch 2 1 
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(6) 


and that in ſpite of their own declaring them- 
ſelves not to be fo. And yet I wonder how our 


Author came to be in ſo good a Humour with an 


Engliſh Convocation. Had he forgot, that the ſame 
Engliſh Convacation inſerted in thoſe very Articles, 


three, if not a Piece of a fourth alſo, which he is 
not able to ſubſcribe ? Were they fallible in them, 
andi infallible in the reſt? In ſhort, we quarrel 


not with any for drawing up their Confeſſions, 
provided they are not made to -oblige others. 


And in particular, the Weſtminſter- Aſſembly's Ca- 
techiſm we very much value, in the things which 
we can find they have proved from Scripture, 


Mr. Baxter we highly eſteem for his Learning, 
and Catholick Temper, and for his many pious 


Works, which have been ſo uſeful to ſpread Re- 


ligioa in the World, But all theſe we would 


have Men read with a remembrance of their be- 


ing fallible, and that nothing is to be taken upon 


truſt from them. I have a great value for Mr. 
Baxter, but I hope it can be no offence that I do 
not receive every thing he ſays. I like very well 
what he ſays of the Doctrine of the Trinity, as ex- 

| preſ#d in our Baptiſm ;, but I can never believe that 


Athanaſius's Creed 1s the beſt Explication of it, It 


muſt be a very odd Explication, that only ſerves 
to make a thing darker than it was before; and 


yet ſuch that Creed, whoever was the Author of 
it, ſeems to be to me. I wiſh he had gone on in 


his Citation, and laid before the Reader the lat- 
ter part of the Sentence; So I think it very unmeet, 


in theſe tremendous Myſteries, to go further than we 
have GO D's own Light to guide us. 


This Writer may divert himſelf with his Ro- 


mantick Strain, which his own Underſtanding, 
one would think, muſt tell him, has nothing of 


Truth in it. He knows, nothing was farther 


from the Preacher's, and from all his Friends 
. Thoughts, 


11 ME 


Thoughts, than that Men ſhould read none of 


the good Books written by thoſe excellent Men. 


We adviſe People to read what they bave written 
on this very Subject; for we would have them 
read on both ſides, that they may diſcern on 


which ſide the Truth lies; which is what thoſe 


of his Party do not care to allow. We never tell 
People, they ſnould give up themſelves to Mr. Whiſ- 
ton and Dr. Clarke; nay, we tell them, if they 
give up themſelves to them, or to Mr. Baxter, or 
any Man upon Earth, they derogate from Chriſt, 
and ſet them up in his ſtead. And does this Au- 


thor never expect to give an Account, or can he 


hope to give a comfortable one, of ſuch groſs and 


vile Miſrepreſentations of his Brethren ? . 


And why ſhould this Writer quarrel with Mr. 
Huddy for his Sermon, unleſs it be for quarrelling- 
ſake, ſince he acknowledges, p. 17. we may not 


ground our Faith on Convocations, or Aſſemblies, or 


on My. Baxter? Is not this all we contend for? 


And is it a pertinent Queſtion he here ſubjoins; 
Tiet is there no uſe to be made of them? Did ever any 
Man imagine this? As Miniſters are appointed 


to teach, the People are obliged to attend their 
teaching; and yet they have no Authority to 
teach any thing of their own, not are the People 


obliged to receive any thing they teach, but as 


they ſee it made plain to them to be agreeable to 


the holy Scriptures. 5 


Our Author has here a very ſpitefal, diſinge- 
nuous, and unchriſtian Inſinuation. And is it not 
great Raſhneſs to go off from the Doctrines taught by ſo 
many good Men, without much Prayer, and plain Evi- 


dence, and many Enquiries? A modeſt' Man would 


thizk ſo, Were he the modeſt Man he pretends, 


he would be willing to ſuppoſe, that he is not 
the only one who has uſed thoſe ' Means. 1 ſup- 


poſe he has no reaſon to queſtion his Brethren's 


taking 
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taking the ſame courſe. Let him know, that he 
is not the only Man who makes this frequently the 


matter of his moſt earneſt Prayers: and that the 
Enquiries of others may poſſibly have been as many 


and as diligent, as his own; and that they take 
up with nothing but plain Evidence, and that 

much better than he goes upon himſelf, unleſs he 
has ſome better in beſer ves and which as yet he 


envies the World. 


But our new Guides TERS 9] Sorter Way.” And 


why new Guides? ſince they inſiſt only on guiding 
Men by the Rule which is much older than the 
| Webminſer- Aſembly or Mr. Baxter. We have, 

indeed, a ſhorter Way, if he could have found in 
bis heart honeſtly to acquaint the Reader with it. 
Our ſhorter Way is what One, whom he ought to 
reſpect, has given us, That we ſhould-/earch the 


Script ures. But he miſtakes egregiouſly, if he 


pretends we ſend Men to Dr. Clark aud Mr. Whiſ- 
ton, any otherwiſe than as to fallible Men, or 
than as we are willing they ſhould go to any of 
the other fide: ſo far only as thoſe Gentlemen ſet 


the Scriptures before Men, and appear. to ſpeak ac- 
cording to them, when they appeal to them; ſo far 


only would we have any regard them; and where- 
ever we think they do otherwiſe, we take the li- 
berty to differ from them. 


e ee ne a6 Petter, HA Shes 


any thing but what they proved out of Scripture ? 
_ Undoubtedly, they did. Does not tbis Author 


know, how they differ'd about the Imputation of 


_ Chriſt's Righteouſneſs, and ſome other Points? 
And could they each of them prove their contrary 
' Notions out of the Scriptures? And Mr. Baxter 
owns, he could not commend the Aſſembly's long 


Confeſſion and Catechiſms for ſuch an Uſe as this 
Writer ſeems. Willing en Mould be . to. See 


W4% 
94 


But 


U 


But, ſay they, we are for. a confeſſon in plain 


Soripture-Wards : and can any. Man ſpeak. plainer 
or more intelligible than the Holy Ghoſt ?. 1 
think there is very good Senſe in what we ſay, 


and wonder that a Man, who vouches for Mr. 
Baxter, That he teaches nothing but what he 
proves from Scripture, ſhould make any queſtion 
of it; for it is certain this was his Mind, as he 


has declared in many of his Writings. 1 will 


here cite one Paſſage from his Saints Reſt, Pref. to 
Part II. toward the end. Two things have ſet 
© the Church on fire, and been the Plagues of it 
© for above one thouſand Years, 1. Enlarging 


_ © our Creed, and making more „ than 
© GOD ever made. 2. Compoſing, (and ſoimpo- 


© ſing) our Creeds and Confeſſions in our owr 


9 © Word. and Phraſes, When Men have learnt 


© more Manners and Humility than to accuſe GOD's 


Language as too general and obſcure, (as if they 
could mend it) and have more Dread of GOD, 


and Compaſſion on themſelves, than to make 


| ©, thoſe to be Fundamentals or Certainties, Which 


< GOD, never. made ſo; and when they reduce 
their Confeſſions, (1 JTo their due Extent ; and, 


© (24) To Scripture-Phraſe, (that Diſſenters may not 
+ ſcruple ſubicribiag 30 then (I think) and never 5 


© rillthen, mall the Church have Peace about Doc- 
0 trinals. It ſeems to me no heinous Socinian 


Notion, which Chillingworth i is blamed for, viz. | 


Let all Men believe the Scripture, and that on- 
ly, and endeavour to believe it in the true Senſe 


(and promiſe this) and require no more of o- 
„ thers; and they ſhall find this not only a better, 


* but the only means to ſuppreſs Hereſy, and re- 
ſtore Unity, Sc.. 


See alſo, to this purpoſe, the ſame Author's 


Thirty-ewo Directions for Peace of Conſcience, &c. 


Pinch, XXVI. c * the ae of Ner iet Quar- 
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E 
1 
ſo he brings it to. be a matter of ſo much Wit 
to be a Chriſtian (as Eraſmus complains) that 

© ordinary Heads were not able to reach it. He 
„bad got them, with a religious zealous Cruelty | 
to their own and others Souls, to lay all their 
Salvation, and the Peace of the Church, upon 


© zals, when he 


2 


cio) 


„ rels and Errots, the Serpent ſteps in, and will 
© needs be a Spirit of Zeal in the Church; and 
* he will ſo over-do againſt Hereticks, that he 
y perſuades them, they mult enlarge their Creed, 
„and add this Clauſe againſt one, and that a- 


paiolt another, and all was but for the perfect- 
ug and preſerving of the Chriſtian Faith, And 


© ſome ed Myſteries about the TR I- 
© NITY, wh 

ger clearly reveal'd 
upon; yet he per ſuades em; that there was Scrip- 


ture - Proof enough for theſe: Only the Scripture 

© ſpoke it but in the Premiſes, or in darker Terms, 

and they muſt but gather into their Creeds the 

« Conſequences, and pur it into plainer Expreſ- 

© ſions which Hereticks might not ſo eaſily cor- 

c rupt, pervert,” or evade. Was not this Reve- 
rend Zeal? And was not the Devil ſeemingly 
© now a Chriſtian of the moſt judicious and forward 


© ſort But what got he at this one Game ? 1. He 


_ © neceſſitated 1 the Faith even in Fundamtn- 
, ad got Points beyond a vulgar 

© reach atnong Fundamentals. 2, He neceſſitated 

© ſome living Judge for the determining of Fun- 


© damentals, uad nos, tho not in ſe, (the Soul of 


© 2, He got a ſtanding Verdict againſt the Perfec- 


tion and Sufficiency of Scripture, (and conſe- 


© quently againſt Chriſt, his Spirit, his Apoſtles, 
ry the Chriſtian Faith) that it will not afford 
+ us ſo much as a Creed or Gem of Fundamentals, 


- 
Or 


„Which GOD either never reveal'd, or ne- 
or never laid ſo great a ſtreſs 


Popiſh Wickedneſs) that is, what it is in Senſe 
« that the People muſt take for Fundamentals. 
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© vis Engine be overthrown. 
© lays a ground upon the Diviſions of Chriſtians, 
to bring Men into doubt of all Religion, as not 
„ knowing which is the right. 
© the ground of certain Heart-burnings and mu- 
© tual Hatred, Contentions, Revilings, and En- 
_< mity. 
© Doth there need any more to the eſtabliſhing of 


Ao, he had not made ſo many 
= © Hereticks, as Epiphanius and Auſtin have earoll'd 


(n) 


© or Points abſolutely neceſſary to Salvation and Bro- 
© therly Communion, in fit or tolerable Phraſes; 5 
but we muſt mend the Language at leaſt. 4. He 


C open'd a Gap for human Additions, at which 
© he might afterwards bring in more at his plea- 


* ſure. 5. He framed an Engine for an infallible 


' © Dzviſion, and to tear in pieces the Church, caſt- 


© ing out all-as Hereticks that could not ſubſcribe 


© to his Additions, and neceſſitating Separation by 


© all Diſſenters, to the World's end, till the De- 
6. And hereby be 


7. And he lays 


Is not here enough got at one Caſt ? 


the Romiſh and Helliſh Darkneſs? Did not this 


© one Act found the Seat of Rowe? Did not the 
© Devil get more in his {Cloke?} in a Day, than he 
© could 
ea, and where Modeſty reſtrains Men from 
putting all ſuch Inventions and Explications in 


get by his Sword in three hundred Years? 


their Creed, the Devil perſuaded Men, that 


= -& they being the Jadgments of Godly Reverend Di- 


© vines, (no doubt to be reverenced, valued and 


heard) it is almoſt as much as if i it were in the 
Creed; and therefore whoever diſſenteth, muſt 
be noted with a black Coal; and you muſt diſ- 
55 grace him, and avoid nm 00 with him, aSan 
* Heretick, - Had it not been for this one Plot, 


« the Chriſtian Faith had been kept pare 3 Reli- 
gion had been one, the Church had been one, and 
+ the Hearts of Chriſtians had been more one 
than they are, Had not the Devi! turn'd Ortho- 
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true Chriſtians. 
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© i the black Liſt: Had not the Enemy of Truth 
and Peace got into the Chair, and made ſo pathe- 
tick an Oration as to inflame the Minds of the 
Lovers of Truth to be over-zealows for it, and to 
do too much, we might have had Truth and 
Peace to this day, Yea ſtill, if he ſee any Man 
of Experience and Moderation ſtand up to re- 
© duce Mea to the antient Simplicity, he preſent- 
ly ſeems the moſt zealous for Chriſt, and tells the 
unexperienced Leaders of the Flocks, that it is 
in favour of ſome Hereſy that ſuch a Man 
ſpeaks; he is plotting a carnal Syncretiſm, and 
* attempting the Reconcilement of Chriſt and Be- 

* tial ;, he is tainted with Popery, or Socinianiſm, 
©. or Arminianiſm,'or Calviniſm, or whatſoever may 
make him odious with thoſe he ſpeaks to. 0 
what the Devil hath got by overdoing/*” . 
l hope we are now ſafe, having the famous 
Mr. Baxter with us. But let us hear how our Au- 
. thor. anſwers, or rather endeavours to ſhift off 
our Queſtion. And here he begins with a fling at 
us, according to his main Deſign : Tho by the way, 
with theſe Men, he [the Holy Ghoſt] is but a Crea- 
ture, I deſire, next time he turns Dete&er, he 
would inform his Reader, whether he knows this 
buy virtue of his Infallibility, or from the Declara- 
tions we have made of our Sentiments; becauſe 
his Report will have a different Degree of Credit 
in the World, according as it is warranted by 
the one or the other. But now to the matter in 
hand: All this is but to deceive you ; for I would ack 
them, Whether Words are Scripture farther than they 
convey the Senſe tous? And can the Reader expect 
an intelligent Anſwer from us to ſuch a confound- 
ing Queſtion ? I thought verily, that when GOD 
had written his Word, it might have paſs'd for 
Scripture, whether we underſtood the Senſe of it 
or no. Ithought verily that the dark aces of 
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the Bible, which neither he nor I underſtan 
might have been eſteem'd Scripture; and that my 


Bible might be reckon'd the Scripture, when it 


lay by, and 1 was making no uſe of it, and ſo it 


was conveying, no Senſeat all to me. But it ſeems | 
this Gentleman has made a new Diſcovery, If he 
had ask'd, whether the falſe Senſe which Men put 
upon the Scripture be Scripture z the Anſwer had 
been eaſy : but it is diſingenuous for him to en- 
deavour to puzzle us, by putting ſuch dark Queſ- 


U TTT 
Tybe Holy Ghoſt ſpeaks plain, if Men will uſe the 


Method GOD has appointed to underſtand his Mean- 


| ing, towit, Prayer and diligent Reading, and the 
help of others which GOD hath commanded. And 


can he accuſe us of neglecting the appointed 


Means? How does he know we neglect Prayer? 
Are we all ſlothful Wretches? And is he the on- 


ly Man that minds his Study? If his uſing the 
Means may be judg'd of by what he has favour'd 
the World with, as the Fruit of it, I am apt to 
think there are other Men who differ from him, 
and yet do not come behind him in Diligence. 
But ſince he is ſo fond of asking Queſtions, 1 hope 
he will not be offended that I ask one alſo, viz, 
Who are thoſe others, whoſe Help G O D has com- 


manded me to uſe? Suppoſe he and 1 liv'd in a 


Town together, whoſe Help has GOD com- 
manded the People to uſe, his or mine? Are they 
not to nſe any Help they can get, Dr. Clarke, as 


well as Arius Detected? Suppoſe they ſhould apply 
to him, and could find no help in him, and in- 
ſtead of making the Scriptures plain, he makes 
them appear more obſcure and unintelligible, may 
they then apply to others? or may they endea- 


vour to uſe their own Underſtandings without his 
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d, 
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I would atktheſe Men, if a Man ſhould make Pro- 
| feſſion of his Faith in GO D, in Scripture-words, that 
he bath Eyes, and Ears, and Feet; and that he 
comes down from Heaven to know what is done on 
Earth, and therefore muſt be a Man as we are: whe- 
ther they would ſay, that this is true, and not to be 
Pound fault with, becauſe it is the very words of Scrip- 
ture? There is no Text of Scripture which ſpeaks 
of GO D's Eyes, &c. which a Chriſtian may not 
ſafely ſubſcribe; as ſuppoſe, that the Eyes of the 
Lord run to and fro thro the Earth, &c. And when 
a Man ſabſcribes theſe, he is ſappog?d to ſubſcribe 
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1 them in the Senſe in which he believes them to be 

bd ſpoken; and fo here is no difficulty at all: but 

1 1 nothing can be more ſtupid; than to imagine a 

1 Man ſhould make a Profeſſion of his Faith, in the 
1 oor words of Scripture, and yet a Part of his Pro- i 
18 feſſion ſhould be, that therefore he muſt be a Man as : * 
ith N me are, which are not the words of Scripture, 8 
F 4 | Sure this Deretter defign'd to betray his own þ 
100 Cauſe, or he would never write fo childiſhly as he A 
1 does. This is the very thing indeed which we op- 1 
Wi poſe, the putting ſach Inferences as Men often I © 
10 make from Scripture, as Teſts upon others of the 5 


Soundneſs of their Faith. And he that, making 
fuch a Profeſſion, of his Faith, ſhould inſiſt upon 
another's agreeing to it, is juſt as ridiculous as 
he that pretends to impoſe upon the Faith of his 
Neighbour, a Creed that is not expreſſed in the 
words of Scripture. And if- this Gentleman 
would know' who do fo, he may enquire of his 


* 


good Friends either at London or Exon. - 


His next Paragraph is very ſlight: He ſeems 
diſpleas'd, that Sincerity has been ſo much cryd up 
of late ;, tho if his learned Performance gives us a 
Juſt Repreſeatation of his ordinary Temper, I 
dare ſay Sincerity is never like to do him any harm. 
But he asks, May « Man be ſincere in ſubſcribing 
5 * * . 


* 


( 


trines contain d in it, '0 77 ſubſcribe to the Words of 
ir? And the ſame Queſtion he may ask concerning 


a Man's Sincerity, in ſubſcribing to any Teſts of 


Mens deviſing. Every Man in ſubſcribing to 


Words, is ſuppoſed to conſider them as carrying 


ſome Senſe in them; and if he ſubſcribes ſincere- 


ly, he muſt ſubſcribe them in ſuch a Senſe as the 


words will bear, or in that particular Senſe which 


he believes in his Conſcience the Writer deſign'd. 
A Man cannot ſincerely ſubſcribe the Words of 
GOD, but in the Senſe which he believes to be 
deſign nd by GOD : If he underſtands not what 

that Senſe is, as in the dark Prophecies, his Sub- 


ſcription is only a Declaration in general, that he 


is ſatisfied there is a Truth in the Words; if he 
thinks he underſtands the Words in GOD 
Senſe, he is ſincere in ſubſcribing, tho he ſhould 


really miſtake that Senſe. Now there is not any 


Article of Faith neceſſary to Salvation, but what 
is deliver'd in ſuch plain and eaſy Terms, as that 


every Man, that honeſtly and carefully reads his 


Bible, muſt underſtand it. He therefore that ſub- 
ſeribes the Bible, ſubſcribes to every Article of | 
the Chriſtian Faith; ; and he ſubſcribes them in 


the' ſafeſt way in the Language of the Holy Ghoſt. 
It is true, a Man may ſubſcribe the Bible, and not 


believe thoſe Articles; and ſo he may ſubſcribe = 
the Words of Men without believing them; but 
then in neither Caſe is he ſincere.. >: And a "Man 5 
How to me to give as good, or rather bett er Se- 


curity, by fabſcribing the Words of G O D, than 


by fubſcribing the Words of Men. And my Rea- 
becauſe he is more at liberty, in the latter 


ſon is, 
Cale, to put ſuch a Senſe upon the Words as they 


Will bear, tho it be not that intended by the Im- 
pofers. If the Words are capable of two Senſes, 
moon any Fores or 1 Men who believe 


them 


16 the Bible in 0 7 and believe few of the Dor- 


24 <TD ꝗ¶GḰñT oe —— -: 


- 3 
them to be true in either Senſe, may honeſtly. ſub- 
| ſcribe them; but if a Man ſubſcribes the Words 
of Scripture, he cannot do it ſincerely, but only 
in the Senſe which he verily believes is deſigned by 
GOD bimfelf. 7 % l te hn 
But then if you ask me, What ſhall we do with 
à Man who ſubſcribes the Bible, and does not be- 
Jieve the Chriſtian Doctrine? I anſwer, The fame 
that you would do with a Man that ſubſcribes your 
own Articles, and does not believe them; that is, 
if there be Evidence of his denying any neceſſarß 
Article of Faith, you may exclude him from your 
But the grand Point, after all, is that which this 
Author does not meddle with, viz. That to allow 
Men to draw up a Faith for us in their own 
Words, and to own their Authority to impoſe up- 
on our Belief their own Explications, is to under- 
mine the Authority of Chriſt, to make them our 
Maſters, and Lords, and Chriſts, alid to give them 
4 Dominion over our Faith. Nothing therefore 
can be more unrighteous than to bear hard upon 
Mens Conſciences, or to make it a Reaſon; for 
their ſuffering, That they verily believe the own- 
ing and ſubmitting to ſuch a Power is contrary to 
The Allegiance and Regard they owe to their only 
Lord and Maſter, which is Chriſt. And a glo- 
rious Cauſe, l' venture to ſay, it is for Men to 
uffer any Hardſhips and Oppreſſions, while they 
ſtand to vindicate the rightful Authority of Chriſt, 
as the ſole King and Prophet of his Church, a- 
gainſt all the Eneroachments of Men. May a 
good G OD. always ſupport them in it, and they 
commit themſelves and their Cauſe to him, in a 
way of well⸗doinggg ggg 
I proceed to his next Paragraph, pag. 18. Bu 
det us go farther, and make our Profeſſion in Scrip- 
re- wordt, and ſee whether that will content them 
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What does he- mean by contenting us? Is it that 
we upon ſuch a Profeſſion will be ſatisfied and ea- 


ſy with them? He knows that well enough; nor 


do we ask them to ſubſcribe to any Words, or a- 
ny Interpretation of our own. ' Or does he mean, 


will it content us, if when they make ſach a De- 


claration in Scripture-words, they deſire us to 
join with them ? He cannot be ignorant of that, 
nor do we ever ſtick at any ſuch Profeſſion. The 
Scripture in John 1. 1. rells us, That in the begin- 
ning was the Word, and the Word was with 
GOD, and was God, and that all things were 
created by him. I hope now we are right in Scrip- 
ture - words, and doth Scripture ſpeak plain? Doth 
it need Mens Interpret ations ? If f 
= tative laterpretations, as he muſt if he talks to 
= the purpoſe; lanſwer, the Scripture needs them 
not. Ay but, ſays the Arian, you muſt not under- 
ſtand, that tho the Scripture deſcribes the Eternity of 
the Supreme GO D, by bis being before the Moun- 
tains, & c. you muſt not think that Chriſt is eternal as 


e means authori- 


G OD 14, tho he is ſaid 10 be in the Beginning. # 4 
we muſt not underſtand that we muſt not think, then 


we muſt underſtand that we muſt think that Chriſt 
is eternal as GO DVA. And has he not by this made 
his Arian wonderfully Orthodox? I hope he uſes. 


to interpret the Scriptures a little better than this, 
or, I aſſure him, 1 ſhall have another Reaſon a- 
gaiaſt ſubſcribing his Interpretations, beſides that 


which I have already mention'd. But ſuppoſing, 
as it is probable, that he as much miſtook his own 
meaning, as he many times does the Scriptures, 
and that the words [you muSt not think that] are 
ſuperfluous; what then does he intend to make his 
E Arian mean by ſaying, Tou muſt not underſtand 2 


Is it barely this, I think I can offer you Reaſons to 
convince. you of your Miſtake? He cannot find in 
his Heart ſurely to charge him with any Inconſiſ- 
EO oe 1 tency 


5 „„ oo... 
tency for attempting that. There muſt be ſome 
other meaning therefore; and if it be to the mat- 


ter in hand, it muſt be this, that his pretended 

Arian takes upon him an Authority to dictate to 

his Neighbour : If you will profeſs to believe this 

9 8 you muſt profeſs to believe it in my 
e 


_© Senſe, and not in your own; and by my inqui- 
| © ſitory Power and Authority I will ſift out whe- 


© ther you do ſo or no, that 1 may run you down 
for an Heretick if you do not.“ Is there any 


Truth in his Diſcourſe thus underſtood ? Or is 


there any Senſe in it, if it be underſtood other- 


: wer 


But to go on: He may have been 4 little before the 
Creation of the World, and that is before Time, So 
he is called God, faith the Innoc. Vind. but God ſigni® 


| fies ſome ſtrong thing: or you may call im God, as 


4 Magiſtrate # called God, becauſe he hath all 


Power given him in Heaven and Earth. Now 


whom does he charge here with ſaying, He may 
bave been a little before the Creation? How does he 
ſupport his Charge? The words of the Innoc. Vin- 


dic. contain no ſuch Aſſertion at all; and notwith- 
ſtanding his bringing them in as a Proof with the 
word S O, he might as well have alledged them 

to prove the Author held, that the World was 


before the Creation of it. His next Sentence is 


anſwer'd by the Letter to a Diſſenter, pag. 26. to 
Which he makes no Reply, nor need 1 make any 


Addition. And now I would anſwer what he clo- 

ſes the Paragraph with, if I underſtood what he 
meant by it; I mean thoſe words of Triumph; 

You ſee at 6 what we have got by a Confeſſion in 


Scripture - words 
map ſee, we may get Peace by it, if we would; 


but that, I ſuppoſe, he will not reckon any get- | 
ting. lam ſure we can loſe nothing by it; rap 


» when it does not pleaſe. Any one 


(19) 


the Truth will not be hurt by expreſſing it in the 


words of the Spirit of Truth. 


He may t us now, pag. 19. Whether the Holy 


| Ghoſt wants our Explications. And we anſwer, no; 
and therefore we pretend not to bind Men by 
them. We endeavour to underſtand him as well 
as we can, and that we deſire we may do, witHz 


out being impos'd upon; and we are far from en- 


vying them the ſame Liberty. And we are very 


willing al Men ſhould ſee, whether by ſuch a Liberty 


and fair interpreting (and not wreſting) of Words 


for our ſelves, the Scriptures can loſe any Author ity, | 
or a Man have any Difficulty to know what to be- 


liese. | 


His next Paragraph has nothing material, that 


has not been anſwer'd already. 


= He cloſes jthe Head with an equal meaſure of 
= Modeſty and Charity. Ton ſee, after all, their 
= great Reverence for the Scripture ;, and yet he is not 
able to alledge the leaſt Sign of our want of Re- 
verence for it. All the Reverence we want, is for 
his Interpretations of Scripture. And indeed we 
cannot reverence any Inter pretation farther than 


it approves it ſelf to our Underſtandings; and as 


he ſeems not to have deſign'd to work upon them, 
but only to move Mens Paſſions, we beg he will 


not be offended at us; or however let him ſoften 


his Reſeatments, for I dare ſay he is even with us, 


and no more reverences our Iuterpretations than 
we do his... rn CO mn» 

Indeed, ſays he, I fear the want of Reverence of 
GOD, and his Word, is the true Spring of all this 
new Doctrine; becauſe Man is too proud to receive any 


Doctrine, tho ever ſo clearly reveaPd in Scripture, 
that his poor deprav'd Reaſon cannot comprehend. But 
Why ſhould a Doctrine as old as the Scriptures be 


_ accounted new? Bow can he talk of his Doctrine 


as clearly revealed in Scripture, When he cannot 


(20) 


bring one Text of Scripture that aſſerts it, and 
is himſelf forced to advance it upon far-fetch'd 
and precarious Conſequences? What Sign would 
he have us give of Reverence of GOD and his 
Word, that he gives himſelf? Nay, do we not 


ſhew greater Reverence to GOD's Word by our 


fear of making ſach preſumptuous and bold Ad- 
ditions, as he does, to it? Is it more likely that 
Pride inclines us to expoſe our ſelves to tbe Ma- 
lice and Reproach of furious Bigots, than that it 
makes him backward to examine his old Notions, 
and own that he was ever in the wrong? We be- 
lieve many Things we cannot comprehend, as to 
the manner of them: We believe that the Word 
was made Fleſh, tho we know not how to forma 
ſatisfactory Conception of the manner in which 
he did abaſe and empty himſelf. And inſtead of 
theſe tragical and uncharitable Outcries againſt us, 
I requeſt him to produce any one Text that ſays, 
the Father, Son, and Holy Ghoſt, are the one GOD, 
or the only true GOD, or any thing like it. This 


be knows is ſaid of the Father only, 


I. We come next to the Word Subordination, and 


are told, That the Scripture is every where full of 
it. But what is the Meaning of this hard Word, 
which indeed is not Scripture, nor eaſy to be under- 


ſtood by plain Chriſtians * And yet as hard as the 
Word is, it is not unuſual for the Men, who up- 


on occaſion complain of it, to uſe it in their po- 


Pular Diſcourſes. It is own'd it is not a Scripture 


Word, nor is it required of them to ſubſcribe to 


© This Writer is willing to acknowledge that 


_ Chriſt as Man was ſubordinate to the Father, 
which he thinks will explain many Texts: We ſay 


he was alſo ſubordinate to the Father before he 
was Man. And this has been acknowledged by 
8 | 5 the 


N 
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that he prayed to his Father. No doubt, he pray'd 
as Man: But was it only ſo? Let that be judg, 

| ded of by a part of his moſt excellent Prayer, 
John 17. 5. And now, O Father, glorify thou me 
with thine own ſelf, with the Glory which I had with 
_ thee before the World was. Let any Man ſeriouſly 
and attentively conſider this Text, reſolving not 


the moſt Learned, who have written in Defence 
of the common Doctrine, ſuch as Biſhop Bull, 

Biſhop Pearſon, Dr. Owen, and by Mr. Boyſe : 
But as our Author thinks his Obſervation wif 
explain many Texts, let us ſee how well he makes 


uſe of it. He tells us then, p. 20. It was as Man 


to wreſt it, and let him impartially declare whe- 


ther he believes in his Conſcience that Chriſt 
= prayed thus only as Man. Can any thing be more 
= evident than this is, that the Nature to be glori- 


fied was not barely the Human ? For that nei- 


ther was glorified, nor exiſted before the World 
was. Nor does it ſeem leſs clear, that that Di- 
vine Nature which had a Glory with the Father 
before the World was, at the time of our Sa- 
viour's praying, was not poſſeſs'd of that Glory; 
for to what purpoſe ſhould he pray to be reſtored 
to it, if he were then actually poſſeſs'd of it? 
Nor can it be thought in the leaſt incongruous 


and diſagreeable for Chriſt to pray in that Na- 


ture, which thro his amazing Condeſcenſion and 
Abaſement at that time wanted its primitive 
Glory. Nor is there any greater Abſurdity in 


ſuppoſing the Divine Nature of Chriſt to pray 


for the Reſtoration of its Glory, than in ſuppo- 
ſing that the Human Nature ſhould pray for this 


wr-the Divine Natare. 
He may ſay, if he pleaſes, That it was as Man 
that he offered himſelf a Sacrifice, 1 hope he will 


allow me to uſe the Apoſtle's manner of Speech, 
That he who was in the Form of GOD became obedi- 
: ent 


ent unto Death, the Death of the Croſt. This is 
that Humility which I believe, tho l am not able 
to comprehend it, and does always, as often as I 
think of it, raiſe my Admiration and Amazement. 
Þ am far from doubting whether they who are of 
our Author's Mind have a Senſe of the Greatneſs 
of the Love of Chriſt, which the Goſpel ſo much 
magnifies : I hope J had my ſelf, when my Senti- 
ments were more agreeable to his than they are 
now. But I muſt ſay the Apprehenſions I have of it, 
upon my preſent View of the Doctrine of the Go- 
ſpel, are beyond compariſoa vaſtly greater, and 
more affecting. And whereas they may imagine 
that our Notions muſt leſſen our Senſe of the 


EF Greatneſs of the Work of Redemption, I think 


1 am beſt able to judge, who can compare my pre- 
ſent Thoughts with thoſe I had when 1 took up 
with the common Scheme; and I aſſure them they 
are greatly miſtaken. I was once as they are, and | | 
am ſure I deſign them well, when I wiſh them to 
be as Jam, Gal. 4. 12. CO en 
But 1 goon with our Author: We are told that 
he increaſed in Wiſdom and Stature, and the Di- 
vine Nature communicated it ſelf to the Human as it 
pleaſed. Now where is it that he learn'd this No- 
tion? Where does the Scripture give the leaſt 


Hint of it? Does not he tell us preſently that 
GOD gave him the Spirit? Nay, and does not 


the Scripture attribute his great Wiſdom and Un- 
derſtanding to the Gift of the Spirit? Is it not of 
him that it is ſaid, I/. 11. 2, 3. And the Spirit of 
the LORD ſhall reſt upon him, the Spirit of Wiſdom 
and Underſtanding, &c. and ſhall make him of 
quick Underſtanding in the Fear of the Lord ? 
Where is it ſaid that his increaſing in Wiſdom 
was owing to what our Author talks of? 


, 


And thus the Day of Judgment might be hid from 
him as he was Man. But it is plain that it my 
8 „%%% „„ 
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have been hid from him as God too, unleſs as God 
he was the Father : for the Son knew it not, but 
the Father only, Which are Expreſſions too ſtrong 
for him to wreſt from their plain Meaning. And 
it was diſingenuous in him to pretend in his 
| Preface he had given a ſatisfactory Anſwer to the 
moſt conſiderable Objections of thoſe ſeveral 
Pamphlets he mentions, ſince he leaves this Objec- 


tion in its full Strength, which I will defire him 


once more to try his Skill about. See the Anſwer to 
Mr. Troſle, p. 12. and eſpecially I would defire 
the Reader to review the Letter to a Diſſenter, 
p. 28. where he will find it urg'd too ſtrongly for 
this Author to venture upon meddling with it. 
He came into the World as a Prophet ſent of GOD, 
who gave him the Spirit, tho without Meaſure, But 
what need had he of the Spirit at all, according to 
this Author's Notion ? Beſides, I would be glad to 
know whether this ſending was only a ſending after 
he was incarnate, or whether he ſent him to be incar- 
nate; for that is a Matter of Importance, in order 
to our underſtanding whether he was ſubordinate 
only as a Man, or not. And by this you underſtand thoſe 
Paſſages, He ſpake not of himſelf, like the Prophets 
of old, that begin the Prophecy, Thus ſaith the Lord, 
and were not to ſpeak a Viſion of their own. 1t might 
be queſtion'd whether he means, He did not ſpeak 
like the Prophets of old, or that He did not ſpeak of 
himſelf, but like the Prophets of old. | ſuppoſe the 
latter, which makes his Expreſſion the more auk- 
ward, is his true Senſe. But be that as it will; 
why ſhould there be any difficulty with him to be- 
lieve that Chriſt as GOD did not ſpeak of himſelf? 
Where is the Neceſſity of ſuppoſing this to be 
true of him only as Man, ſince there is not 
room for the ſame Evaſion in interpreting the 
like Aſſertion concerning the Holy Spirit? Let 
him try how he can reconcile his Scheme of 
Thoughts with that Text, John 16. 23. Howbeit, 


when 
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when be, the Spirit of Truth, is come, he will guide 
yon into al Truth: for he ſhall not ſpeak of himſelf; 
| but what ſoever he ſhall hear, that ſhall he ſpeak. 
And till he can anſwer that Text, let him be ſo 
modeſt as to forbear poſitively determining that 
Chriſt only as Man ſpake not of himſelf. 
| He goes on: And thus [as Man] he came not 
Into the World to do his own Will, but the Will 
of him that ſent him. But when he undertook to 
_ anſwer ſuch a plain Pamphlet as the Innocent Vindi- 
cat. he ought to have taken a little notice of 


the Objection he met with in it. But | ſee ſome- 
times the Laity (as the Book is ſuppoſed to come 


from that Quarter) with the help of the Bible, 
may prove too hard for the Scholaſtick Subtleties 
of a Man of Learning and Reading. And that 
the Reader may ſee how ſatisfattorily he anſwers 
the weakeſt of the Adverſaries he pretends to deal 
with, and that I may provoke him to furniſh out a 
better Anſwer than he has yet done, I will for 
once tranſcribe the Paſſage, which, however plain- . 
ly deliver'd, certainly deſerv'd a much better An- 
wer than he has vouchſafed it. The Innocent vin- 
| dicated then, p. 9. having cited that Text, Heb. 
10. 5. Lo I come to do thy Will, O GOD, thus 
goes on: Here he plainly aſſerts that he came to 
do the Will of hit GOD, tho our Adverfaries 
© fay he came to do his own Will as God equal to 
© the Father. But our Lord himſelf refutes them 
+ inexpreſs words, John 6. 38. For I came down 
© from Heaven, not to do my own Will, but the Will 


+ of him that ſent me; and, v. 39. declares who 


“ ſent him, in theſe words, And this is the Fa- 
$ ther's Will which hath ſent me, &c. Mark it, 
* for it muſt be of his Divine Nature; for that 
was it that was ſent and came down from Hea- 
ven. And leſt they ſhould impiouſly imagine 
+ he was equal to him that ſent him, he 1 | 
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John xiii. 16, FVerily, verily, I ſay unto you, the 
Servant is not greater than his Lord, neither he 
© that is ſent greater than he that ſent him. And 


© our Adverſaries may as well ſay, the Servant is 


as great as his Lord, as that he that is ſent is as 


great as he that ſent him.“ 


Our Author ſays, that according to this [human] 
| Nature, he ſhall give up his Mediatory Kingdom 
to the Father, and have no more that Power which 


was given him as a Reward of his Sufferings, but be 


ſubject ro the Father. This I take to be the meaning 
of that Place. Let what Nature will be meant, if 
it iS given up to GOD, even the Father, that he may 
be all in all, the Doctrine of Subordination muſt 
of neceſlity be ſecured, There is nothing can be 


more expreſs than that Text is to our purpoſe; 


and our Author himſelf is not inſenſible of it: and 
therefore he adds, Tho (as I ſaid before) God ma- 
nifeſted in the Fleſh is a great Myſtery; and we 


muſt not wonder, if many things that are ſpoken of 


him, are dark to us. | may here return him an 
Anſwer very like what he gives himſelf, p. 24. Al 


places are dark to him, that prove the Son to be ſub- 
ordinate to the Father. Theſe places are not really 


dark in themſelves; but only by reaſon of that 
Darkneſs which Mens conceived Schemes cauſe in 


their Minds. But I can ſafely truſt any ingenuous 


Reader with ſo plain a Text, which this Author, 


with all his Art, is not able to darken. _ 


His next Paragraph needs no Anſwer, but de- 


ſerves to be compar'd with what the Letter to 4 


D. enter ſays, p. 32. for it confirms his Account of 


Philip. ii. 5,6, 7. The Letter inſiſts upon it, that 


the but, ver. 7. ſhould have been rather yet, in 
caſe thoſe words were rightly reader*d, Who thought 


it no Robbery to be Equal with GOD: And accord- 
ingly the Author of the Pamphlet under Conſide- 


ration, agreeably enough to his Senſe of thoſe | 
R D words, 
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words, tho not to the Greek, has changed the bar 
„ „ DRIED OI WR TER 
This Author ſays, That our Saviour ſaith that he 


and his Father are one, One (ſaith the Arian) m 


Will and Affection, as to the Work of Redemption. 


And does he think all thoſe are Arians, who do 


not believe that Text ſpeaks of their being One 


in Eſſence? One would have hoped, that he 


would have expreſſed himſelf with more Caution, 
conſidering that the Anſwerer of Mr, Troſſe, p. 7. 
had mentioned Calvin as of a different Judgment. 
And why did not this Author eſtabliſh his own 
Interpretation, by refuting what he there ſays, 
and what the Letter at large diſcourſes, p. 18, 19, 
25? But if he can argue as well as boldly aſſert, 
tis not too late for him yet to try his Skill. The 
reſt of the Paragraph is anſwer'd by the Letter, 


P. 23 24. 


Ihe Author need not have troubled himſelf to 
ſet down Mr. Whiſton and Dr. Clarke's Opinions, 


the latter of which he has not done fairly in the 


laſt Article, they not being the Doctor's own 
words. And I believe, he will find we agree, 


that the Scripture, when it ſpeaks of One GOD, 


GOD never in any place of Scripture denotes a a 
_ GOD conliſting of more Perſons than one. 


always means the Father, and that the word 


I go on with our Author: p. 22. If you have 


read Mr. Troſſe's Catechiſm, you find there he ſhews 


vows 
— * * 


you, that the Name ] E HO VA H was the Name 
of GOD alone; and yet that this Name, and all 
his glorious Attributes are ſpoken of Chriſt. But, as 
his Anſwerer ſays, What wonder is this, it 
© theſe were ſpoken of Chriſt as perſonating Je- 
* hovah, and bearing his Name? Our Author 
by the ſame learned Argument may prove, that 
the Diſciples of Jeſus were Jeſus himſelf, by com- 


paring John iii. 22. with Chap. Iv. 1,2. or * 
the 
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the Angel that per ſonated Jeſus, Rev. xxii. was 
Jeſus himſelf. I know much uſe is made of that 
Text, Pf. Ixxxiii. 18, to prove the Name Jehovah 


is never uſed to ſignify any but the ſupreme GOD. 
The words in our Tranſlation are, That Men ma 


| know that thou whoſe Name alone is Jehovah, art 
moſt High over all the Earth. And from hence 
they would infer, that Chriſt being call'd Jeho- 


vah, muſt be the moſt high GO D. But beſide 


what has been anſwer'd already, I obſerve, that 


the LXX and the French render it thus: That 


thor: whoſ. Name is Jenovah, art alone moſt High 
over all the Earth: the Dutch thus, as IJ am in- 


form'd ; That thou alone, with thy Name, art the 


Lord, the moſt High over all the Earth. Nor will 
the Diſpoſition and Order in which the words 
ſtand in the Hebrew, be ſufficient to eſtabliſh the 
neceſſity of our rendring, as the Reader may ſee 
by comparing the Hebrew in theſe two Texts, 


Deut. xxii. 25. Judg. iii. 20. 


He is concern'd to know, how to juſtify our wor- 
ſnipping of Chriſt, whom we deny to be the One GOD. 
Dr. Clarke (ſays he) tells you, it is only ſubordinate 


Worſhip, and ſo no manner of Injury to the Supreme 
GOD. He teils you, it is ſubordinate Worſhip, 
that muſt always be underſtood to redound ul- 


timately to the Glory of GOD the Father: ſee. 
p. 374. And do we not worſhip the One GOD, 
when we worſhip Him by worſhipping Chrilt, 


and when we pay him this kind of Worſhip in 


obedience to his Command? Is not the Scripture 
very plain in ſhewing, that the Honour we are 
to pay to Chriſt, is to terminate upon the Fa- 
ther? And if this be fo, how can this Author 
_ pretend that it is not ſubordinate Worſhip? And 


another tells you of the Iſraelites worſhipping GOD 


and the King; as if it were not eaſy to be underſtood, 


that when they had done praying or giving thanks to 
„ D's -THaeaian 
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60D, they did Obeyſance to the King. Our Author 
did not underſtand the Argument uſed in the Let- 
ter, p. 29. It is pretended, that no Worſhip is 
to be given to any but GOD, and let the Wor- 
ſhip we give to Chriſt be what it will, yet if it 
be Worſhip (however ſubordinate) it muſt be a 
| Breach of the Commandment. The Writer of 
the Letter therefore choſe an Inſtance that muſt 
convince Men, that it is not unlawful to give 
ſome kind of Worſhip to others; and he choſe a 
Paſſage where there is but one word ing common 
to expreſs the Worſhip paid to GOD and the 
King. So that a diſtinction of Worſhip muſt of 
neceſſity be allow'd. And as 'tis evident, that we 
are not forbidden to give civil Worſhip to others, 
ſo by other places it appears, that a Tight to religi- 
ous Worſhip may be given, and that muſt of ne- 
ceſſity be a ſubordinate one. And this Writer is 
widely miſtaken, when he pretends, . 24. that 
the Letter argues from the Significatioa of Worſhip 
%% ͥ •»- !! on 
But as to this ſubordinate Worſhip, pray obſerve, 
that the Queſtion in the 4th of Matthew was in truth 
about no other than ſubordinate Worſhip, Let it 
be ſo; yet it was ſuch a Worſhip as would not 
have any ways terminated upon the only ultimate 
Object of it, nor could our Saviour in worſhip- 
Ping the Devil have worſhipped his Father, and 
Therefore the Worſhip would have been directly C 
contrary to the Command. And fince our Au- J 
thor directs his Readers to pay ſuch a Deference to 
Mr. Baxter Authority, I deſire he may be heard 
upon ve ext upon which he would argue againſt 
us. In his Annotations vpon Matth. iv. 10. he 
ſays, Only exclndeth other Gods, and all Compe- | 
* titors and Oppoſites, but not Parents, Maſters, J 
Princes, as ſubordinate to GOD.“ And __ 1 
| cls, 


5 leſs, ſay I, does it exclude Chriſt, as ſubordinate 


to GOD, but tranſcendently above all theſe. 


He would parallel us with the Papiſts : We are 
not to make any graven Image; but the Papiſt tells 


you, that is, no Image of a falſe God, We are not 


10 bow down to it, nor ſerve it; be tells you, he 


pays to his Saints but a ſubordinate Worſhip, when- 


ever he prays to them. And when this Author can 
confure our Interpretations, as we can theirs, it 
will be time enough for him to make the Parallel. 
We ſhew plainly againſt the Papiſts, that GOD. 
urges their ſeeing no Similitude of the true GOD, 
asa reaſon why they are not to make any graven 
Image, Deut. iv. 15. We ſhew that the ſubordi- 


nate Worſhip they pay has no warrant in the 


Scriptures, the only Rule of religious Worſhip; 


and we prove as plainly as any thing can be, that 


the Worſhip of Chriſt is appointed by GOD in 

his Word, and that it is ſubordinate, becauſe it 

| has a farther reference even to the Glory of the 
Father, and becauſe he has this Worſhip by virtue 


of the Father's Gift. „% 
Here our Author falls upon the Letter to a Diſ- 
ſenter, and makes up for his want of Argument 


with reproachful and inſulting Language, ſtriving 
to work upon the Paſſions, when he has nothing 
to help the Underſtandings of his Readers. One 


great matter of Reproach is, That he fancies the 


Writer of the Letter borrow'd ſomewhat from Bei- 


larmine. Whether he did or not, he knows beſt 
himſelf; and this Writer knows nothing, I dare 


ſay, of the matter: nor will any one regard a 
Man's confident Aſlertions, when he appears ſa 


exceſſively fond of calumniating, and refers not 
bis Readers to the places where he may meet with 


what he pretends to cite from them. But 'tis 


plain, the Writer of the Letter needed not to go 
to Bellarmine, he might meet with it in Proteſtant 


(30) 


6 Writers, and particularly Mr. Foſeph Mede. See 
his Works, p. 394, and elſewhere. 


He ſays, p. 23. of the Author of the Letter He 5 


fees, if Chriſt be not the Supreme GOD, the Wor- 


ſhip of him is flat Idolatry. But I dare ſay for bim, 


that he ſees no ſuch thing, but the quite contrary. 
For he ſees he could not have it giver to him to 
de worſhipped, if he were the Supreme GOD; 


and that it can be no Idolatry to give that Wor- 
ſhip to Chriſt, which by the Father's Gift is due 


to him, He may pleaſe himſelf with his Cant a- 
bont the Tendency of our Notions to Popery, Deiſm, 
or what he pleaſes; but | will take this occaſion 


to declare my Apprehenſi ions, That there is no- 
thing in the world has more promoted Dein, or 
more harden'd the Enemies of Chriſtianity againſt 

it, than the Abſurdity of thoſe Men who have 


made that an eſſential Doctrine of Chriſtianity, of 
which there is not in any ſingle Text of the Bible 
ſo much as one Aſſertion. And for ought I could 
ever hear, the Perſons he is ſo angry with, have 


as hearty a Veneration for the Scripture-Revela- | 


tion, as either he or any of his Friends can have. 
But ſuch vile Inſinuations area Scandal to his Pro- 
feſſion and Character. 


He ſays, the Author of the Letter's next Argue 5 
ment is Bellarmine's, word for word; and the Rea- 


der myſt take his word for it. That G O D com- 
manded Iſrael to worſhip a Place, if he would ſpeak 
out: for his mighty Proof is, That they muſt 90 005 
his Footſtool, becauſe the Seventy have there [Pſ. 
xcix. 5. ] left out &, which they have put in the end 
of the 99th and in the 133d Pſalm. If we under- 


ſtand that Argument right, it is not ſo much 
from the LXX, as from the Manner of the He- 


brew Expreſſion : : for 'tis ſaid, © The Hebrew ex- 
= 3 it, juſt as it does in other places where 


$ we are bid to worſhip G0. But this, accord. 


ing 
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ing to his uſual way, he takes no notice of, becauſe 
he had no Reply ready. Nor was it improper to 
take notice, that the LXX, as well as the Hebrew, 
made no ſcruple of ſpeaking of worſhipping the 
Place, in the ſame manner of Speech as they do 
of worſhipping GOD. But for all this Criticiſm, 
ſays he, or Example of worſhipping a Place, let me 
ask him, Did the Jews worſhip the Mountain where 
the Tabernacle of Temple were? | will venture to 
anſwer for this, and deſire our Author to ob- 
ſerve, that as Worſhip ſignifies a religious Ho- 


nour and ReſpeR, ſo this Reſpe& may be conſider'd 


as of different kinds, Supreme Reſpect can be due 
only to GOD; Subordinate ReſpeQ is due, for 
G O D's ſake, to thoſe things which in a peculiar 
manner belong to him, and which he has requir'd 
us religiouſly ro regard, in order to our honour- 
ing him. Thus any Place, Sign, or Symbol of 


GOD's Preſence was to be religiouſly honour'd ; 


that is, Men were to ſhew their Reſpe& to GOD 
himſelf, by the Regard they paid to it as his. 
And thus, I doubt not, the Fews were to reverence 


GOD's Sanctuary, the Place he ſeparated for his 


own uſe, wherein he placed his Name, and where- 
in he was eſpecially preſent. But that their Re- 
| ſpect was to terminate upon any thing but GOD 
himſelf, 1 utterly deny. And unleſs our Author 
will allow this Diſtinction, I deſire he would give 
mae a clear Anſwer, why the [ſraelites were guilty 


of Idolatry in worſhipping toward the Calves, 


| when the Jews were not in worſhipping toward 
the Temple? The true GOD was the ultimate 


Object of the Worſhip of both: but the one were 


guilty of Idolatry, in paying their Worſhip to him, 


by paying it to, or toward, that which he had not 


appointed, aud to which no religious Reſpect was 

to be paid; and the other were not guilty of 1do- 

latry, becauſe they paid their Reſpect, by paying 
[Es IT 
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it to, or toward, that which he had appointed 
and hallowed as ſuch a Medium of honouring him. 
ſelf. And I would ask him this Queſtion, Whe- 
ther if Daniel had paid the ſame religious Reſpect 


toward any Heathen Temple, that he did toward 


the Place where GOD had fet his Name, tho 
then lying deſolate, he would not have been guil- 
ty of Idolatry? Let him anſwer directly, and 
not ran off to quite another matter. Now this 
 ſhews the Difference between the Papiſts and us: 
The Papiſts are guilty of Idolatry in their ſubordi- 
nate Worſhip, becauſe they pay it to, or toward, 
Images, &c. which GOD has never appointed to 


be the Mediums of honouring and worſhipping 


him; we are not guilty of Idolatry, in paying a 
ſubordinate Wor ſhip to Chriſt, becauſe GOD has 
appointed this as the way of our worſhipping 
His Diſcourſe is evaſive, when he talks of our 
worſhipping Christ as God manifest in the Fleſh. Do 
we worſhip thr intire Perſon of Chriſt ? Does the 
buman Nature come in, or not, for a Part or 
Share in the Worſhip ? If it does, there is an end 
of all his cavilling 1 N the firſt Commandment ; 
if it does not, then 
give to Chriſt any other Worſhip, than what was 
always eſlentially and neceſlarily due to his Divi- 
nity ; and bow he will account for the Father's 
giving to him, that 2 Men ſhould honour him. 
Can any thing be added to the Honour that is Su— 
preme, or that is due to the Supreme G0 D? 
The truth is, this Notion of our Author's is ne- 
ver once mention'd in the Holy Scriptures. Ne- 
ver do they require us to worſhip him, but upon 
the account of the Authority given him by the 
Father, or the great Obligations he has laid us 
under by his Love. There is hardly any thing in 
pap- 26,27. that has not been — 
Hg e 


et him tell me, whether we 
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He ſays, pag. 26. that the Scripture tell . plainly, 


that Chriſt is the Supreme GO D. which is not fo, 
for he tells us not plainly any ſach thing. Thar 
be is the true GOD, and eternal Life; for which 
be refers to 1 Fohn 5. 20. But he certainly very 
much miſtakes the Text, as I will briefly ſhew, by 
giving the Reader Mr. Baxter's Explication of it, 
whoſe Authority he has already vouch'd for. In 
his Saint's Reſt, Part 1. Chap. 4. Sect. 6. he ex- 


- plains it thus: The Son of GOD is come, and ſo 


© hath given us an Underſtanding, that we may know 
im (GOD) that is true (the prime Truth). 


and we are (brought ſo near in this Enjoyment 


0: 9 W a 


$ which chuſeth Truth) and (this knowing of him 
and being ia him, IN Chriſt, is) ercrral Life. 
| paſs over a pretty deal of [lmpertinence and 


- Repetition, and come to an Argument he urges, 


ag. 27. It is taken from ſwearing. He fancies he 


has found a Paſſage, wherein St. Paul ſwears both 


by Chriſt and the Holy Ghoſt ; and from hence 
he would infer, that they are one G OP with 
the Father. And by the fame way of arguing he 


might prove, that the Foy which St, Paul had in 
| the Corinthians, was GOD; for he ſwears by it, 
1 Cor. 15.3 1. J proteſt by your Rejoicing which I 


have in Chriſt Jeſus; where the Particle made uſe 
of is peculiar to the Form of ſwearing : Or he 
may in like manner prove the Roes and the Hinds ef 


the Field to be the one GOD, becauſe Solomon 
adjures the Daughters of nalen by them, Cant. 

2. 7. Where there is in the Hebrew the Particle 
Beth, upon which he lays a ſtreſs, and & in the 
LAX, He * prove that the cle& Angels are 
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that we are) in him that is true (not properly by 
an eſſential or perſonal Union, but we are in 
him, by being) JN his Son Jeſus Chriſt. This 
(se have mention'd) is the (only) true GOD, 
« (and fo the fitteſt Object for our Underſtanding, 
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the one GOD, becauſe St. Paul charges Timothy, 5 
as before them, 1 Tim. F. 21. uſing too the word 

WT very proper in ſwearing, as he may ſee by 
Gal. 1.20. Behold, before G OD, Ihe not. Con- 
ſider an Oath as an Appeal to the Searcher of 
Hearts, and the Avenger of Falſhood; and ſo'tis 
true, that it ought always to have an ultimate Re- 
ference to the Supreme GOD. Thus he that 
ſwears by Chriſt, ſwears really by him who will 
judge the World by him: But that to ſwear by a 

_ Thing, does not neceſſarily ſappoſe it to be GOD, 
May appear not only from what 1 have already 
ſaid, but from thoſe words of Mr. Baxter, Woo 
raught Men nothing but what he proved from Scripture. 
© NO TE, that the common Definition (that an 
© Oath is always an Appeal to another, as a 


Knower and Avenger of Falſhood) is not good: 
one thing known, to verity another unknown: 


over me; or, if this be not true, the Earth is 
not under my Feet, Oc. Bat. Annotat. upon 
Matth. 5. 33. 


But let us bear the Text he would argue from ; 


Rom. 9. 1. I ſaythe Truth in Chriſt, I lye not, my 
| Conſcience alſo bearing me witneſs in the Holy Ghoſt. 
So that, according to our Author, this is the 


Senſe : © I ſwear by Chriſt, that I do not lye ; and 


© by the Holy Ghoſt, that my Conſcience bears 


© me witneſs that what I fay is Truth.“ 1 hope, 
without offence, I may underſtand the Apoſtle, as 
Mr. Baxter does upon the Place: I proteſt as a 


* Chriſtian, I lze not; my Conſcience bearing me 


© witneſs, which is illuminated and actuated by 
_* the Holy Ghoſt,” 


In the next place he will conſider what the Author of 


the Letter has to ſay about Baptiſm, pag. 28, But 


in the firſt place he thinks it proper to acquaint his 
Readers 


It is the pawning of the Verity or Honour of 


As to ſay, this is as true, as that the Heaven is 
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P.eaders what has been the Belief of all Chriſtians, 
that he and his Friends are acquainted with, A Man 
may eaſily gueſs, by the Reſentment that runs 
thro his Performance, he is acquainted with ſome 
of thoſe he writes againſt; bur it ſeems they are 
not to be eſteem'd Chriſtians, tho in the next Page 
he owns them to be ſuch. VVV 
He ſays, They have all held this Principle, that 


GOD is but one. This is very true; and all the 


Difference is, that ſome have with St. Paul held, 
that this one GOD is the Father; and others 
have held, that he is Father, Son, and Holy 
Ghoſt : And this latter is our Author's Opinion, 
as he lets us know. New, they find in the New 
Teſtament, that Men are baptiz d into the Name of 
the Father, Son, and Holy Ghoſt, and that they 
receive Bleſſings from theſe three, And ſo they do 
from the Angels, who yet are not the Supreme 
600; for if an Angel appear'd to our Lord him- 
ſelf, ſtrengthening him, Luke 22.43, it cannot be 


thought ſtrange they ſhould in like manner diſ- 


charge their Office, as miniſtring Spirits, to the Heirs 8 
of Salvation. But he goes on: Hence they agree, 


that there is one 6 O D, and three Perſons in the 


Godhead. But then by Perſons you are not to under- 
tand, as if they meant it in ſo low a Senſe as when 
we ſpeak of Men, when three Perſons are three Men, 
that agree in nothing but one common Nature : But we 
call the Father, Son, and Holy Ghoſt three Perſons 
(tho but one GOD) becauſe the Difference is more 
than bare Names. For there is a different Relation; 
a4 one the Father, another the Son; and the Father 
ſent the Son into the World, and the Son came from 
the Father, and was made Fleſh, and the Spirit bears 
witneſs to him. I ſhould have thought he made 


them three Perſons in a lower Senſe, than three 
Men are io; for certainly three Relations are ſome- 


what lower than three diſtinct Beings or Subſtan- 
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ces. Andif he does not make them bare Rela- 


tions, I would fain know what we are to under- 


ſtand by his Perſons; and if he does, I would i 


know how he conceives of reciprocal Relations in 
one and the ſame Being, or how the ſame Bein 


can be ſaid to be related to it ſelf, ſo as to be both 
a Fathcrand a Son to it ſelf ; or how Relations, 
which are mere Accidents, can ſubſiſt without dif- 
tinct Beings as the Subjects of them, or can con- 
ſtitute Perſons. I ſee no Evidence we can have, 


that three Men are three diſtinct Beings, which 


will not prove that the Father, Son, and Holy 


Ghoſt are three diſtin& Beings alſo. Nor can I 


imagine what groſſer Contradiction there can poſ- 
ſibly be, than that the ſame Being ſhould be both 


the Sender, and not the Sender; or be the Sent, 


and not the Sent; and yet this is the Doctrine of = 


theſe Men. They tel] us, the Father, Son, and 
Holy Ghoſt are one Being, and yet that the Being 
of the Father (for ſo they mult ſpeak, ſince a Re- 
lation, which is a mere Accident, cannot ſubſiſt 
or act by it ſelf) is the Sender, and the ſame Be- 
| Ing'of the Son is not the Sender; that the Being 

of the Son is ſent, and the ſame Being of the Fa- 


Ther 15 not ſeat : they hold they are the fame Be- 


ing, and yet that one came from another, and that 
other did not come at the ſame time. What Ab- 
fardity and Contradiction do ſuch Men make of 
the moſt glorious Diſplay of Divine Wiſdom, by 


fathering upon God the Whimſies cf poor Crea- 


tures, of which he has not given the leaſt Hint in 
his Word! 


The Author 1 his Zeal for the Genuine- 


neſs of that Text, 1 John 5.7. but pretends not 


any Proof. He refers to Mr. Martin's Critical Diſ- 
ſertation, but takes not any notice of the Reply 


ſince made to it; which 1 is agreeable to his Inge. _ 


nuity, 


He 
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Practice of the Church. But let who will ſpeak 
ſo, 1 ſuppoſe he doubts not, in his Conſcience, 


the People he would traduce are intirely ſatisfied 
of the Authentickneſs of that Form, and make not 
any queſtion of the Father, Son, and Holy Ghoſt's 
being three Perſons, and not three Relations only. 
He ſays, pag. 31. If the Name ſignifies by the 
Authority, we fee no Difference in this Matter; for 


i it be by the Father's Authority; it is alſo by the 


Authority of the Son, and of the Holy Spirit. The 
Letter mov'd a Doubt, whether the Greek will bear 


that Senſe ; but that he does not endeavour to te- 


move. But as to his Argument; if by into the 


Name, is meant by the Authority, it is Certain it 


muſt mean an Authority in the Son, that was de- 
riv'd to him, which is not true of the Authority 


of the Father. And this appears by our Saviour's 
grounding the Iaſtitution upon his having all Power 


given him in Heaven and Earth, as the Letter ob- 


| ſerves. And are we not baptiz*d by the Authori- 


ty of Chriſt as Mediator? And can that Authori- 

ty be equal to the Authority of the Father? A- 
gain, if into the Name ſignifies into the Service, 
ſtill we find no Odds, but equally into the Service of all 


three. And yet there muſt be Odds, becauſe the 
Service of one is in order to the Service of the 
other, as an higher End; Phil. 2.9, 10,11. And 


can it be equal Service we owe to the Mediator as 


the way to the Father, and to the Father himſelf? 
The Letter obſerved from 1 Cor. 1. 12, 13, 14, 
5. © That to baptize any one into another, or 


into his Name, imports the entring him into 


that Religion of which he is the Founder, or 
primary Teacher,” And I think nothing can be 
Plainer 


He comes, pag. 30, to the Form of Baptiſm; 

where, to raiſe a Prejudice againſt us, he takes no- 
tice of Unitarians, who ſeem'd to doubt whether 
it were deliver'd by Chriſt, or added from the 
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plainer from the Apoſtle's Diſcourſe, than that to 
baptize a Man intoanother's Name, is to make him 
his Diſciple. Accordingly he explain'd the Baptiſ- 
mal Form to be an entring Perſons © into the 


_© Chriſtian Religion, of which the Father is the 
© {ypreme Author, the Son the Publiſher, and the 


© Holy Ghoſt the great Confirmer.” So that Men 
are made the Diſciples of theſe three, as the only 
infallible Teachers. But our Author fays, Here is 


not the leaſt Colour for making this Difference and Sul - 
ordination, as they would bave it, It is ſtrange there 
mould not; for the Spirit receives from Chrilt the 
Things he teaches, and Chrilt is taught by the Fa- 


ther. Muſt there not then be a Sybordination a- 
mong theſe three, whoſe Diſciples we are made 
by Baptiſm? But he goes on: And tho, where 


ever Paul preached, Men did firſt believe the Duc- 
trine, yet they were afterward baptized into the Name 
F the Lord Chriſt. Who doubts of this? And to 
what purpoſe is it mention'd ? And the great Ar- 
ticle was, to believe that Jeſus Chriſt was the Son 
of GOD, A4, 8, 37. Nor is this doubted ph 
Now if you look into John 1. 18. this Phraſe, t 


Son of GOD, ſigniſies him that was from all = 


nity, was God, _ by whom all things were created, 


as ver, 1,2,3. Letall this be taken for granted, 
tho his Proof as to Part of it is ſlender enough Jer 


as a Son, was he not deriv'd from the Father? 


Had not the Father a Power of ſending him: 1 


And does not that Power ow a Subordina- 
tion? 


Nay PRI we read that we are baptizd into 


Ctrift, ſo as to live to him that died for us, aud 


roſe again, 2 Cor. 5, 15. And yet there is not one 
word concerning Baptiſm in that Verſe, or in the 


the whole Chapter. But however, That we are 


oblig'd to live to him, is certain; and that is ve- 
ry conſiſtent with a Subordination, ſince our 
Obedience 
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Obedience to Chriſt is due by the Will of the Fa- 
ther, and ultimately redounds to his Glory. The 
fame Anſwer will ſerve for Phil. 1. 20, 21. 


The Letter confirm'd this Notion, by obſerving 


that, agreeably to it, The 1/raclires are ſaid to 
© have been baptized into Moſes, 1 Cor. 10. 2. 
— In anſwer to this, our Author ſays, And as to what 
he ſays of the Iſraelites being baptized, = 1 
were not ſo baptized into Moles, as to live to bis Glory, 
and to be his Servants, True; but yet as Moſes 
was a Mediator, and a glorious Type of the great 
Mediator, who was afterward railed up as a Pro- 
phet like to him, the Iſraclires were baptized 
into him, and were made bis Diſciples; which 
therefore they uſed to glory in, Jon 9. 20% 
And accordingly Baptizing is ſpoken of as a 
making of Diſciples, John 4. 1. But Moſes often 
_exhorts them to ſerve GOD, and to cleave to him. 
And is our Author ſuch a Stranger to the Scrip- 
| tures, as to know of nothing of the like nature in 
the Exhortations of our Saviour ? Or it he does 
not, yet why ſhould he ſuppoſe we would ſet 
Moſes upon a Level with Chriſt? Such Diſcourſe 
is little to the purpoſe; and our Author ſeems 
ſenſible of it, and therefore has yet another An- 
ſwer; And farther, being baptized into Moles, may 


they 


be render d by Moſes, if you compare Acts 7. 53. 
with Gal. 3. 19. I am very glad he has let fall this 


Paſſage; becauſe the Reader may here ſee, that 
however he upbraids us with Ie the Authority 
of the Scriptures by ſtrange Interpretations, by finding 
fault with the Tranſlation, p. 30. yet he can, to evade 
an Argument, upon occalion do the ſame thing 

himſelf. I hope he will hereafter, for his own 
ſake, ſhew us a little more Mercy. However, 
that I may have the leſs need of his Mercy, I will 

forbear conteſting our Tranſlation of Afs J. 53. 


tho he knows there is room enough to do it: But 
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I vill ſtand up ſtoutly for the Honour of our Tranſ- 
lation in the Place where he is ſo bold to attack 
it. And I have two Things to plead againſt rhe 
. Alteration he would ſuggeſt: 1. That however 
the Particle łt s may be uſed in ſome Places, yet 
the Phraſe of BH e ws is fo conſtantly uſed 
for to be baptized into, and in no other Place can 
be render'd to be baptized by, that it cannot reaſo- 
nably be 'underſtood, as our Author pretends, in 
this Text. 2. It will not be good Senſe, if we 
render the Text in his manner; for if they were 
baptized by Moſes, then their Baptiſm muſt be the 
Act of Moſes: whereas it ſeems not to be ſo, but 
the Act of GOD himſelf, who by thoſe Miracle 
engaged them to receive the Law of Moſes, 
He fays farther, And his Inſtance in Luke 11.26, 
that Chriſt ſhould appear in the Glory of himſelf, 
and of his Father, and of his Holy Angels, ſignifies 
nothing to this purpoſe. It ſignified ſo much to the 
Writer of the Lerrer's purpoſe, that this Author 
was forc'd to over-look or miſrepreſent the true 
Deſign of it, that he might ſeem to anſwer it. 
He is anſwering an Argument from our being 
baptized into the Name, and not into the Names 
and the Father, Son, and Holy Ghoſt; as tho that 
Name, in the Singular, implied they have but one 


common Name, and ſo one common Eſſence. In order 


to overthrow this, he ſhews they may as well ar- 
gue that the Son, the Father, and the Holy Angels, 
have but one common Glory, and ſo one common 
_ Effence, becauſe Glory is predicated in like man- 
ner concerning them in common: He ſhall come in 
the Glory of himſelf, and of his Father, and of the 

Holy Angelis. e 5 
He ſays, His Argument from Timothy is much 
the ſame, (I ſuppole he means clear and unanſwe- 

_ Table) where he only puts Men in remembrance of that 
great Day, as I ſaid before. He was in the right. 
: | | not 


TAIT) - 


not to cite the Text, where the Aueh in ſo Glenn 


a Matter mentions the Elect Angels jointly. with 
GOD and the Lord Jeſus Chriſt, 1 77.5. 21. And 
there is as much rcaſon-for ſaying the Elect Angels 
are the one Supreme GOD upon that account, as 
that the Son and Holy Ghoſt are, upon their being 


join'd with the Father in the baptiſmal Form. 


The derived Authority of Chriſt 1 have already 


clear'd; and our Author will do well to prove by 
Scripture the original Dominion which he preteuds 


belong'd to him. And Biſhop Pearſon is far from 
having done this to his hand; for all his Argu- 

ment proceeds upon this Suppolition, That when 
Chriſt is called God, thereby is intended that he 

is G00 in the ſame Senſe as the Father is. But 


this is neither true ia it ſelf, nor yet conſiſtent 


with the Biſhop's own Scheme. He acknowledges, 


| 714. That there can be but one Eſſence pro- 
« perly divine, and ſo but one GOD of infinite 


be but one Perſon originally of himfelf ſubſiſt- 


and that Jeſus Chriſt cannot be a Perſon ſubſiſt- 
ing in the Divine Nature originally of himſelf. 


* 


And, p. 135. he ſays, The Father is GOD, 


E. but not of GOD; Light, but not of Light : 
* Chriſt is GOD, but of GOD; Light, but of 
Fight —— The Father of our Lord Jeſus 
© Chriſt hath that Eſſence from himſelf, from 
© none : - Chriſt hath the fame not of himſelf, but 
3 ; 7 bim.“ Aud preſently he ſpeaks of GOD 
* making all Things by his Word, to whom he 


1 fir communicated that Omnipotency, which is 


Is 


< the Cauſe of all Things.” = 


Wiſdom, Power and Ma jelty; That there can 


ing ia that infinite Being, becauſe a Plurality of 
more Perſons ſo ſubſiſting would neceſſarily infer 
a Multiplicity of Gods; That the Father of 
our Lord Jeſus Chriſt is originally GOD, as not 
receiving his eternal Being from any other, — 
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s it not plain then, that, according to the B.. 
Hop, the Term God muſt be taken diffetentlv when 
applied ro the Father, and to the Son? How can 
Chriſt derive his very Eſſcace, and yet not derive 
his Dominion from the Father? See him, p. 34, 35- 
IT cannot but be amaz'd to obſerve the Notion he 
advances, That the Father communicates his en- 
tire and undivided Efſence, and yet that he retains | 
It himſelf; that each of them has the ſame eatire 
undivided Eſſence and Godhead, and yet that there 
is a Communication between them. ls this the 
Language, is this the Notion of the Scriptures ? 
Is it not the incomprehenſible idle Jargon of the 
Schools? The Chriſtian Religion teaches Men to 
talk more intelligibly and conſiſtently, 
Our Author has one Obſervation, p. 34. That 
by him, Mals, is ſpoken of GOD the Father, in 
Rom. 11. 36. as well as of Chriſt, Heb. 1. 2. Butl 
think this ſignifies nothing, unleſs he can ſhew that 


ſome other Perſon is ſaid to make the World by the 


Father. That is the Caſe, Heb. t. 2. concerning the 
Son, That another, even GOD, made the World 
by him. But no ſuch thing is ſaid of the Father, 
Rom. 11. 36. Tis true, his Obſervation may 
weaken an Argument drawn from the Uſe of the 
Particle , 1 Cor. 8. 6. But I do not find any 
of thoſe he writes againſt lay any ſtreſs upon 
But let us hear how he explains that Text: There 
are Gods many, and Lords many : But to us there 
1, but one GOD, the Father, of whom are ali Things, 
and we in him; and one Lord Jeſus Chriſt, by whom 
are all Things, and we by him. Tou muſt obſerve 
here, ſays our Author, that the Apoſtle ſpeaks of 
Chriſtians in oppoſition to Heathens, who bad Gods 
many, and Lords many; one great God, and many 
ſubordinate ones. And is our Author at length 
turn'd Arian? He tells us, Every one beſides an 
GS | TY Arian, 
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Arian, whether twins or Heathen, would take the 
word GOD to ſignify the Supreme Being, p.5. and yet 
here he makes it to ſignify, among the Heathens, 
Subordinate Beings. The Apoſtle intends that 


the Heathens had many whom they counted Su- 

preme Gods, and many whom they counted Lords, 
inferior Subordinate Agents under them; and 
| however ſome very few Philoſophers might have 
a Notion of only one Supreme Being, this was 
contrary to the common prevailing Opinion of 


the Heathens. Now in oppoſition to theſe, he de- 


dlares that Chriſtians have but one of each ſort, 


one Supreme GOD, and one Lord under him. 


And it was a pertinent Queſtion which in the Let- 


ter was propoſed, viz. Why the Apoſtle, if he 


had been of this Writer's mind, did not expreſs 


himſelf thus, But to ws there is bot one GOD, the 


Father, Son, and Holy Ghoſt “ He certainly could 


not have told us ſo in a properer place. Nothing 


could be more happy than that our Author over- 


Iook'd that Queſtion in the Letter, if he did it ac- 


cidentally; and nothing more prudent, if he did 
it on purpoſe. He ſays, One Lord, Jeſus Chriſt, 
If 
therefore one Lord doth not exclude GOD the Fa- 


doth not exclude GOD from being Lord 


ther from being Lord, why ſhould one GOD exclude 
Chriſt from being GOD? 1 anſwer, One Lord ex- 
cludes the Father from being Lord in that Senſe, 


namely, a Subordinate Agent; and juſt ia like 
manner oze GOD excludes Chriſt from being the 


Supreme GOD, or the one GOD. 


He fays; But 1 think, as to the Phraſe, One 


GOD 5 Father, it zs wel known, that the Heathens 


call'd GOD, The Father of Gods and Men, and all 
things. And no doubt they ſpake properly e- 


nough when they did ſo. But what is this to the 
pPurpoſe? Will our Author hence infer that the 
Father, _— in contradiſtin&ion to Chriſt, ſig- 
F 2 1 niſles 
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nifies Father; Son, and Holy Ghoſt? And 2 (favs 
he, p. 35.0 J ſuppoſe Chriſt uſeth the Werds Joh. iv. 23. 
5 Fon it is not likely that the Samaritan Woman under- 

ftooa him otherwiſe, who knew nothing of the Trinity. 
I cannot imagine how ſhe ſhould know any thing 
of our Author's Trinity, ſince ſhe lived ſo long be- 
fore the Council of Nice; but as ſhe knew that 
Meſſiah was to come, who was called Chriſt, and 
that when he was come, he would tell them all things: 
and as the Samaritans knew, that the Chriſt was to 
be the Saviour of the World, John iv. 25, 42- they 
might know, that he was to be the Son of GOD. 
So that as GOD under the Old Teſtament was known 
to the World by the Name of GOD the Father of 
all, but to the Iſraelites alone he was known by the 
Name Jehovah, a GOD in Covenant to them; ſo un- 
der the New we have but One GOD, the great Creator 
of the World, and ſo he is known unto all Men; but 
unto Chriſtians peculiarly he is known to be GOD in 
Chriſt reconciling the World unto himſelf; 4 
GOD in gracious Covenant with them. To paſs by 
many Advantages from the weakneſs of this Paſ- 
ſage, I only ask this Author, Whether the GOD, 
who is in Chriſt reconciling the World, be not 
the Father? Whether the Mediation of Chrilt, 
and particularly his Advocacy, is not with the 
Father only? This has been the current No- 
tion, and ! WORGEr! why our Author ſhould depart 
from it. 
He falls upon a Perſon of great Learning and 
piety, who has by his Writings upon other Sub- 
jects, as well as this, done eminent Service to the 
World, and who ought to have been treated a 


little more fairly, if not decently. He is indeed 


ſo modeſt as to conceal his Name, and therefore 
| ſhall not mention it. That Author thus expreſſes 
bimſelf: Every ſincere Chriſtian aſſenting (for 
* the ſake of "Pea and Order) to the uſe of any 
Forms 
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Forms of Words, muſt take care to aſſent to 
them in ſuch a Senſe as may make them conſiſtent 
with rhe Scripture, (otherwiſe he aſſents to 


what is falſe) and in ſuch a Senſe as may make 


them conliſteat with themſelves (otherwiſe he 
aſſents to nothing.) This is what | have at- 
* tempted to do in the Third Part“ The uſe our 


Author makes of this, is very ſtrange. So that you 


may, ſays he, believe any thing, and ſubſcribe any 
thing, in any Ferm of Words, provided you do but keep 
in your Minds an inward Senſe and Meaning, agree- 
able to the Holy Scriptures, Than which, nothing 
can be a more forced and violent Conſtruction. It 
is evident, that learned Writer means, That if a 
Perſon thinks the Form of Words to be ſabſcribed 
will not bear a Senſe that will make them conſiſ- 
tent with themſelves, and with the Holy Scrip- 
tures, he ought not to ſubſcribe them at all. 
Whether he is perſuaded in his own Mind, that 
he has found ſuch a Senſe, ought to be left to 
GOD and his own Conſcience, and not be 
raſhly judg'd of by others. But if a Man has ſub- 
ſcribed to ſuch Forms, taking them perhaps in 


the Senſe of the Compilers, and afterwards ſees 


reaſon to alter his Sentiments, (as that may be 

the Caſe, for ought our Author knows) in my 
| mind it looks with an Air of Sincerity for him 
lo openly to declare to the World, in what Senſe 


he now takes them, and would be underſtood to 


__ adhere to his Subſcription. The Perſons con- 
cern'd, having ſuch Notice, may be upon their 
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The reſt of his Pamphlet is an Exhortation, 


grounded upon the Suppoſition of his having 


proved his Point, and therefore needs not to be 
particularly examin'd. The main Parport of it 


is, That he would have his Reader reſt ſatisfied in 
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the common Doctrine, without regarding what 
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is ſaid againſt it, And | appeal to the Conſci- 

ence of every ſerious and underſtanding Reader, 
whether it is not the higheſt degree of Confidence 
in this Writer, to aſſert his Notion to be a Fun- 
damental, when he is able to ſay ſo little in 
defence of it, and has not produced one tole- 
rable Proof of it from Scripture or Reaſon. 
Can that be a Fundamental, which is never plainly 
and expreſly declar'd in Scripture ? Is it not evi- 


dent that this Writer diſtruſts Scripture-Evi- 


dence, when he urges you to ſtand faſt in the 
| Faith, as you have been taught by the Holy Scriptures 
of infallible Truth, and by the greateſt Lights and ho- 
lieſt Guides of C brifts Church on Earth, &c? If the 
Scripture alone be a ſufficient and infallible Rule, 
what need of that Addition? The Scriptures, my 
Brethren, the Scriptures alone do we appeal to. 
If we ſpeak not according to them, believe us : 
not; for there is then no Truth in us: but if we 
do, it will be no Excuſe to your ſlothful Indiffe- 


rence and Negligence, that you take up with 
what your fallible Guides have told you, Unleſs 


you maintain the ſole Authority of the Scrip- 


tures, your Religion as Proteſtants, that is, as 


plain Chriſtians, is loſt and abandon'd. And juſt 
the ſame Talk was in the Mouths of the Papilts at 


the time of the Reformation; and with the like 
Confidence did they threaten Men with Damna- 


tion, and boaſt of the greateſt Lights and holieſt 
Guides of Chriſt's Church in all * This Wri- 
ter pretends they have always believed and taught 
his Doctrine, thinking he may tell yon what he 
will about a Matter you are not capable of look- 


ing into. He may not perhaps kno much of the 


Matter himſelf ; but however he might have been 
ſenſible that the modern Authors of his own Side 
have complain'd of the contrary, and take the 
Doctrine according as he ſeems to hold it, viz. 


That 


_ I) 
That the Father, Son, and Holy Ghoſt are e three 


ſelf-exiſtent independent Per ſons, to be new: And 


it is ſome queſtion, whether it was ever held by 


any Man of Note and Reputation, before there 
roſe up ſome in this preſent eighteenth Century in 


a 46 ps to maintain it. 


And as to our Author, 1 would admoniſh bim 
as a Friend, now calmly and deliberately to look 
back upon What he has done. Can he think he 


has written with a truly Chriſtian Temper and 
| Deſign ? Is a ſcurrilous way of treating his Neigh- 


bours and Brethren agreeable to that Spirit of 


Meekneſs, with which St. Paul, once a great Light 
and holy Guide of Chriſt's Church, directs Timothy 


to inſtruct thoſe who oppoſe themſelves d Can he ſup- 
| Poſe that by a clamorous Inſtigation of Mens 
Rage, he can ſerve the Reputation of Truth, or of 
his own Learning and Honeſty ? 


It is likely now his hand is in, he may 90 on; 


nor do I care how much is ſaid pro and cen to ſearch 


out the Truth: but it can be no Prejudice either 


to his Cauſe, or himſelf, if hereafter he will con- 
tent himſelf with plain Argument inſtead of Re- 


proaches and Revilings, and ſhew by his Conduct, 
that he prefers the Example of Chriſt to that of 
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fie, and the Validity of Ordinances in the Church : 
Wherein is conſider d, the Nature of the Sanhedrim, 
the Synagogue, and the Rights of Societies, before the 
writins of the ſacred Books, and ſince they were writ- 
ten. Price 13. 8 VVV 


Proteſtants, in a Diſcourſe founded upon the 14th, and 


8 15th Chapter of the Epiſtle to the Roman. 


rice 4 d. 


An Hiſtorical Account of the ſeveral Attempts for a 


farther Reformation of the Eſtabliſſ᷑d Church of Exg- 


land. Price 64. . 


- ©» Theſe three by the Reverend Mr, Plats. 
A Letter to a Diſſenter in Exeter, occaſion'd by the 


late Heats in thoſe Parts, upon ſome Difference of Sen- 
timents among the Brethren. Price a 4. 


Plain Chriſtianity. defended; + or, an Anſwer to 4 


Pamphlet lately printed at Exe, intitled, Arius De- 
tected and Confuted. Part I. and II. Price 6 d. each, By 


the Author of the Letter 


The Reverend Mr. Trofe's Arguments anſwer'd, re- 
lating to the Lord Jeſus Chriſt, and the Deity of the 


Holy Ghoſt; taken from his Catechiſm and Sermon on 

Tue 22. 31. Frice 3 4. 8 

A Practical Grammar to the Engl; Tongue; or, a 
New Spelling- Book: Treating, I. Of Leters, and their 


ſeveral Powers. II. Of S/Aahles, with large Tables 


fitted to the ſeveral Rules of Spelling. III. Of Words; 


the ſeveral kinds, with the Declenſion of Nouns, or 
Names; and Conjugation of Verbs, or Affirmations. 


IV. Of Sentences; ſhewing the moſt elegant Conſtruc- 
tion of our own Tongue, Containing the Subſtance of 
Brightland's and the beſt Grammars, Toung's and other 
Spelling-Books; adapted to the London Pronunciation, 
and made ſo plain and eaſy, that the meaneſt Capacity 
may quickly become a Proficient in the Eugliſb Tongue. 


The Bee; A Collection of choſre Poems” in three 


Eſſay on Free-Will. Price 6, ſtitch d. 
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